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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendments to the Specification are acknowledged. Consequently, objection 
to the disclosure is withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's amendments to the abstract are acknowledged. Consequently, objection to 
the abstract is withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's amendments to the drawings are acknowledged. Consequently, objection to 
the drawings is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Donohue et 
al (U.S. 5,987,480) in view of Christensen et al (U.S. 6,055,543). 

♦ As per claim 1, 5, 9 - 10, 13 - 16, the combination of Donohue and Christensen disclose: 
Donohue et al (U.S. 5,987,480) discloses a method of managing information bearing content 
files stored in a computer file system, comprising: 

- "The computer file system being divided into directories" col. 13 lines 22 - 26. 

"Locating one or more content files" corresponds to the command to locate documents 

(col. 7 lines 27 - 30). 
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The "content files" corresponds to the "documents" that stored in the data source 12 in 
Fig. 1 (col. 7 lines 35 - 44). 

- "Associating one or more template files with each directory in which at least one content 
file is stored" See col. 5 lines 25-31. The documents stored in the web server contain 
different formats; therefore, when applying to the template, it will carry out a respective 
predetermined operation on the documents (col. 1 lines 57 - 65). 

- "Applying the or each template file associated with a given directory to each content file 
stored in that directory" col. 7 lines 15-22. 

- " Wherein the respective directory in which each content file is stored determines which 
of the or each template file is applied" col. 5, lines 63 - 67, col. 10, lines 43 - 48. 

Donohue does not clearly teach that the directory stores the content file and the template. 
However, Christensen discloses a search system that the content file and the metadata are stored 
together in a content wrapper that is organized in a directory (col. 4, lines 55 - 56, 64 - 67, col. 
5, lines 26 - 28, col. 6, lines 35 - 36). Both inventions are in the same filed (search and delivery 
document to user using metadata). Donohue and Christensen suggest that the invention may be 
modified to archive the scope of the claims (col. 14, lines 28 - 36, Donohue; col. 4, lines 41 - 47, 
Christensen). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to substitute the name-value in Donohue invention by the content file of Christensen 
because the combination would reduce the network traffic in searching for data. Only the 
metadata is accessed to perform the search (col. 5 lines 63 - col. 6 fines 5, Christensen), rather 
than the entire of document. 
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♦ As per claim 2, 6, the combination of Donohue and Christensen disclose: 

- " The computer file system is divided into a hierarchical arrangement of directories" col. 
5 lines 26 - 30, Donohue. 

♦ As per claim 3, 7, the combination of Donohue and Christensen disclose: 

Donohue teaches that the templates are stored in the directory. Each associate with a 
particular document or group of documents (col. 5 lines 26 - 30, Donohue.); therefore, the 
association of a template with a directory is made on the basis of the template file being stored in 
that directory. 

♦ As per claim 4, 8, the combination of Donohue and Christensen disclose: 

" Associating metadata with each content file" See Fig. 3, col. 5 lines 8-10, Christensen. 

- " Carrying out the respective pre-determined operation on each content file. . . metadata" 
col. 1 lines 57 - 65, Donohue. 

♦ As per claim 11-12, the combination of Donohue and Christensen disclose: 

" The association of a template with a directory is made on the basis of the template file 
being stored in at least one of that directory and a parent directory of that directory" col. 
10, lines 43 - 48, Donohue. 

Response to Arguments 
4. AppHcant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 
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5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time poUcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi*om the date of this 
final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CamLinh Nguyen whose telephone number is 305-195 1. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 308-1436. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703 - 872 - 9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 305-3900. 
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